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Introduction : a  
This paper i s  di'vided i n t o  two main sections. 
In chapter 11, I present a short overview o f  contemporary literature and 
studies aimed a t  revealing the various forms o f  oppression women suffer 
i'n society by rewriting history and reinterpreting existing knowledge. 
In chapter 11, I also introduce and discuss the various feminist theories. 
Chapter I11 i s  devoted t o  a study o f  the spatial organization o f  society 
and of how i t  reflects as well as reproduces the subjection o f  women. 
My analyses o f  the history o f  design (design meaning n o t  only form, b u t  
also the organization o f  functions) are based i n  the theory of socialist 
femi n i sm . 
In my conclusion, I discuss some current reforms which concerned archi- 
tects, planners and sociologists have proposed ana promoted and the 
Pole these refoms play i n  the liberation o f  women. 
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"The t h e s i s  o f  masculine scholarships i s  f i rmly establ ished; the fem in i s t  
ant i theses are ba re l y  beginning t o  take form . . . those who have spent 
t ime generating fem in i s t  perspectives on human knowledge are aware o f  how 
much remains t o  be done. Each l a y e r  o f  l i e s  and d i s t o r t i o n s  peeled away 
reveals another needing t o  be questioned . . . 
Perhaps a t  some p o i n t  we will have r e t i l l e d  the epistemological s o i l  
s u f f i c i e n t l y  t h a t  no th ing  i s  l e f t  o f  t h e  androcentr ic perspective. But 
t he  completion o f  t h i s  a l l  encompassing p u r s u i t  i s  nowhere i n  s i g h t  and 
i n  f a c t  cannot even be conceptual ized a t  t h i s  po in t .  To the extent  t h a t  
we can vaguely imagine ou r  f i n a l  goal, we may envis ion a new beginning 
f o r  t he  human race . . . (where) . . . h i e r a r c h i a l  d i v i s i o n s  which now 
p o l a r i z e  us by sex, age, class,  race, l i f e s t y l e  and so f o r t h  may one day 
be devoid o f  power imp1 i c a t i o n s  e . ( bu t ) .  . . pa t r i a rchy  has had a 
several m i l l e n i a  head s t a r t  on any more humane world view. 
i t  w i l l  r equ i re  a l l  our  energies f o r  the foreseeable fu tu re . "  
Dismembering 
(Clare B r i g h t  i n  "But what about men?") 
1 t 
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The body o f  (contemporary) feminist  s tud ies can be sorted roughly i n t o  2 
main d i v i s i o n s :  
-Theoretical studies and speculat ions and 
-Empirical research and other  " c rea t i ve  w r i t i n g s "  ( f i c t i o n ,  poetry, e tc . )  
The empir ical  studies and the  other  l i t e r a r y  endeavors are focused on 
descr ib ing how the  i n s t i t u t i o n  o f  pa t r i a rchy  operates and reveal ing the 
methods and symptoms o f  oppression. 
This has been done no t  so much by chal lenging the  methods o f  research o r  
w r i t i n g  as by simply asking new questions, by formulat ing thoughts and obser- 
vat ions i n  a d i f f e r e n t  way. 
1. 
L i t e r a t u r e  ( c r e a t i v e  w r i t i n g )  : 
I do no t  l i k e  t o  l a b e l  any woman w r i t e r  as a f e m i n i s t  w r i t e r  by the very 
f a c t  t h a t  she w r i t e s  about persons o f  her  own sex, something male w r i t e r s  
have done through the ages wi thout  being c l a s s i f i e d  as a separate p o l i t i c a l  
group. However, many contemporary w r i t e r s ,  most ly women, are and have been 
key f ac to rs  i n  r a i s i n g  consciousness o f  f e m i n i s t  issues by i t s  readers 
simply by a r t i c u l a t i n g  thoughts , experiences and s i t u a t i o n s  d i f f e r e n t  from 
the establ ished knowledge. 
A ,wel l  known w r i t e r  i s  the American Mar i lyn French whose f i c t i o n  made the 
bestsel  1 e r  stands nationwide and abroad. 
n ized f r u s t r a t i o n s  of women i n  the  post World War I1 American dream. 
out  t h e  world, l i t e r a t u r e  by women i s  being acknowledged. This l i t e r a t u r e  i s  
Her w r i t i n g s  described the unrecog- 
Through- 
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often,  by i t s  very nature of articulating "unknown terr i tor ies  ,I1 b o t h  extremely 
interesting and explosive. I am tempted t o  claim t h a t  the most interesting and 
v i t a l  l i terature  published i n  the U.S.A. today i s  written by women and especi- 
a l ly  by women of racial minori t i e s .  These are,  amongst others Vi rginial'GJool f, 
Anais Nin ,  Marilyn !French, Marge Piecy, Adrienne Rich, Audre Lorde, Maxine 
Hong .Kingston, Maya Angelou, A1 ice Mal ker, Toni  Morrison , A1 ice Munroe , Ursula K. 
LeGuinn,.: Judy. Chicago and Doris Lessing. 
2. 
Empirical Studies : 
The body o f  empirical research concerning women's situation in society i s  
growing rapidly. As stated ear l ie r ,  the emphasis i s  not  on making new disciplines 
b u t  rather t o  ask new questions inside established disciplines, and t o  interpret 
established l'truths'l from a different p o i n t  o f  view. 
contributions t o  feminine psychology i n  the view o f  social conditions: 
Jul ie t  Mitchell , 1971, 1974, S. Firestone, 1971) . 
These studies do not necessarily have feminist theory as a foundation b u t  are 
triggered instead by the increasing number o f  women i n  various disciplines, 
especially i n  behavioral sciences, who have noticed the absence o f  studies 
concerning women, or who disagree with studies already done. 
Studies o f  behavioral attitudes include the examination o f  the role of body 
language and voice as a tool o f  dominance, and the technique o f  exchanging 
information and even humor as direct tools of  excluding women from power 
(e.g. t o  analyze Freud's 
. 
participation. 
"Nomen and Environments 1985," Nancy Henley, 1977) . 
(Berit Aas, 1981, Ann Fa'lkinger, 1983, Anne Chapman in 
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Linguistic studies focus on reveal i n g  the imp1 i c i t  sexist structure o f  our 
ikan-made" language (Dale Spender, 1985). The social function of clothing 
has been shown t o  reflect the image o f  women a t  a given time. 
the romantic peasant , the covered Islamic woman, the modern professional 
The femme fatale, 
supertnman . . ., and how fashion n o t  only obJectifies wc?wn, b u t  also sea- 
t i a l ly  restricts her; from Chinese foo tb ind ing  t o  modern high heels. 
(Gayle Rubin i n  "Feminist Frameworks" 1984) . 
Historical studies have shown t h a t  the notions or myths o f  love - romantic love, 
motherhood, femininity, sexuality , etc. - have served b o t h  economic 
patriarchal purposes. 
and 
These myths have been given legitimacy with findings 
i n  both  the natural and behavioral sciences, (e.g. Freudian psychology, or 
pedagogic - r i g h t  side, l e f t  side of the brain theories). The discipline o f  
medicine has produced an ocean o f  proofs on the "nature" o f  woman. For 
example, i n  19th century America i t  was "proved"' t h a t  a woman's uterus 
would dry u p  w i t h  the use o f  her brain. 
an empirical study was published on the tendency o f  feminists t o  be hairy and 
In a recent British medical journal 
masculine, implying t ha t  feminism i s  a matter o f  an accumulation of unnatural 
hormones ! (Sarah Begus class discussions , 1985 S . F i  restone, 1971 , 3 . M i  tchel 1 , 
1971, S. DeBkauvoir, 1949). 
Anthropologists are do ing  intensive work on b o t h  studying women's role and 
position i n  various societies and on reinterpreting existing knowledge. This 
is important since'anoag others i t  i s  'understood t h a t  anthropologists project 
their  own not ion  of society upon the study subject, generally very sexist notions. 
Most rituals concerning womanhood and spatial seclusion have been automatically 
considered d i r ty  and anti-spiritual , while male rituals have been considered 
. 
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functions of s p i r i t u a l i t y  and pur i ty .  
anthropological da ta  on a specific Australian society used 80% of  the published 
results t o  describe h u n t i n g ,  the male occupation, while the female work i n  
agriculture, which stood for  70% of the nourishment, g o t  the remaining 20% 
(Rayna R. Reiter, 1975, Margaret Mead) . 
One recent study has revealed t h a t  
Historical studies reveal the powerful tool o f  religion and philosophy in 
justifying the domination o f  men over women, i n  th i s  world and even others. 
Christian theology advocates the biological inferiority and evilness of women, 
while the Islamic scripts order men t o  restrain the i r  women i n  order t o  conceal 
their  immense powers. 
Zofokles and other known thinkers have claimed "silence t o  be woman's modest 
crown ,I' and throughout  history her capacity for intel l  igence has been debated. 
'fThe question o f  man's rote i n  th is  world has caused considerable confusion and 
philosophical speculation d a t i n g  from the days o f  Plato and Aristotle. 
questions are now raised again by females thousands of years la te r ,  a f te r  their  
a1 ienation and frustration originated and intensified under oppressive male 
culture . (A1 Hi b r i  i n  "Women and Revol ution , 'I 1981, S .  DeBeauvoi r ,  1949). ) 
In the U.S.A. there i s  a popular belief t h a t  role models and mentors are a 
These 
prerequisite for one's success and career t o  bloom. Here there have been 
various studies on the obstacles women meet as prospective proteges, and the 
lack o f  women as role models in the majority o f  occupations (50% o f  "working" 
women participate in approx. 10% o f  l is ted occupations) i s  now being recognized 
as a significant obstacle for women wishing t o  branch out  i n  different directions 
( t .  W .  F i t t  and D. A .  Newton, 1982, Ann Falkinger, 1983, Denise P a l i t  i n  "The 
Subtle Revolution," 1979) . 
6 1 
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Studies o f  t he  power re la t i onsh ips  between men and women i n s i d e  r a d i c a l  
p o l i t i c a l  and labo r  movements reveal inherent  p a t r i a r c h a l  s t ructures,  so 
t h a t  even though e q u a l i t y  between the  sexes i s  on t h e  agenda, the women's 
p o s i t i o n  i n s i d e  the organizat ion tends t o  be serv ice o r ien ted  ( co f fee  makers, 
envelope l i c k e r s ) .  This means t h a t  t h e i r  special  demands are constant ly  put  
on t h e  w a i t i n g  1 i s t  t o  make room f o r  rnore''''pressdqg-' !issues 1'" : In.: thosel,countries 
where s o c i a l i s t i c  revo lu t i ons  have taken place, w i t h  equal con t r i bu t i ons  o f  
women and men, women are n o t  seen i n  any dec is ion making pos i t ions,  and have 
also \ l a r g e l y  disappeared from t h e  h i s t o r y  books-. 
USSR,")-writing _ -  t h e i r  s t o r y  i s  becoming a major task (J .  Mi tche l l ,  1966, 1971, 
._ - Clara Zetk in  i n  "Women, the Family and Freedom," 1983, A1 H i b r i  i n  "Women and 
(Example i s  Cuba, A lg iers ,  - 
- c  
Revolut ion, 1981 , S. Firestone, 1971). 
Criminology has not  been untouched by t h i s  urge t o  understand the  role women 
have played i n  soc iety  and a v a r i e t y  o f  crimes committed by women are now used 
as t o o l s  i n  exp la in ing  soc ia l  h i s t o r y .  (N9r.y S. Hartmann, 1977, i n  ' V i c t o r i a n  
- I - - - _ - ^ -  Murderesses", - w r i t e s  on the  socia? h i s t o r y  o f  19th. century women from an 
i l l u m i n a t i n g  perspective: The i r  f a v o r i t e  murderesses.) Contemporary crimes 
I 
t committed by women are being mapped and s tud ied i n  l i g h t  o f  i nd i sc r im ina to ry  
psycho1 ogi  cal  know1 edge as we1 1 as soci  a1 condi t i o n s  . 
p r o f i l e s  used by t he  p o l i c e  are i n  question as being s i m p l i s t i c  and d iscr im-  
(Psycho1 ogi  ca l  
i na to ry ;  f o r  instance the general method o f  descr ib ing t h e  mothers o f  r a p i s t s  
and murderers i n  d e t a i l  i n  order  t o  get  a pa t te rn  o r  motive f o r  the crime.) 
Studies which have proven espec ia l l y  important f o r  me, as my main motive f o r .  
undertaking a study o f  " feminist"  scholarship 3 was t o  understand the  d i a l e c t i c a l  
r e l a t i o n s h i p  between woman's r o l e  and p o s i t i o n  i n  soc ie ty  and the s p a t i a l  
-8- 
I I 
organiza t ion  of  buil t  structures, have been those directly aimed a t  space, 
distances and economy. 
labor force (Joan Mandel, 1979, Ann Falkinger, 1983); the role and changing 
role of the family structure i n  society (Kathleen Gerson i n  APA Journal, 
These include studies o f  women's presence i n  the 
1983, S. Firestone, 1971, 3. Mitchell Joan Handle, 1979, S.  DeBeauvoir, 1979, 
Betti rta Aptheker , 1983) ; studies of househol d economy (Ann Oak1 ay , 1976 , 
Ann Markussen in Woman and the American City," 1981); studies of social/ 
class categorization (M. E .  Mazey and David R. Lee, 1983); definitions and 
redefinitions o f  the "neighborhood" (Gerda Werkele, a t  the "APA Conference, 1985," 
D. Hayden, 1984, J .  Leavitt, a t  the "APA Conference, 1985," Ann B. Shlay and D. A. 
DiBregorio, 1985); geographical mappings of the spatial mobility and trans- 
portation needs o f  women (Mazey, Lee, 1983, Marion B .  Fox, APA Journal , 1983, 
Lopata i n  "Woman and the American Ci ty ,"  1983) ; mappings of the cultural spatial 
restrictions o f  women,rel i g i o n ,  crimes (Susan Saegert, Galem Granz i n  "Woman 
and the American City," 1983, D. Hayden, 1981); the effects of zoning restric- 
tions especially for women (Netter and R u t h  G .  Price in APA Journal, 1983); 
women's access t o  credit (Emily Care i n  "Nomen and the American Ci ty ,  1983"); 
studies of the historical meaning of technology for women in industry, household, 
and transportation and the need for feminist critique o f  modern technology 
( D .  Hayden, Ursula Franklin i n  "Woman and Environment," 1985, 1981, 1984, 
Ann Oakley). 
The l i s t  of scholars ana tneir  works i s  extensive ana these examples t h a t  I 
have given are only intended t o  give an idea o f  the nature and themes of this 
i ntradi sci p l  i nary and i nterdi sci pl i nary research whi ch is  aimed primari ly a t  
illuminating women's role and position i n  history and society. 
tauched upon reflect  thoughts as well and studies that  I have been involved 





Femi n i s t Theories : 
In theoretical studies "feminism" ( L e .  the study of women's role and place 
i n  society) i s  seen either as an extension o f  existing socioeconomic theories, 
such as liberalism o r  marxism, o r  is  treated as a separate theory in opposition 
t o  existing dogma. ( I  would like t o  t h a n k  Sarah Begus, who t h r o u g h  her excellent 
lectures i n  the JHU 1985 spring class,  "Feminism, Thinkers, Texts and Movements," 
clarified many of these theories for me. Although the sources for this  chapter 
are many, I have relied especially upon these books: Feminist Frameworks ed. by 
Jagger and Rothenberg, The Feminist Papers ed. by A. Rossi, Women and Revolution 
ed, by L. Sargent and Women, the Family and Freedom,-ed by Bill1 Offen). 
The theoretical l i terature  dealing with the oppression of women as a par t  of the 
societal structure as a subject t o  change, ranges from liberal t h o u g h t ,  where the 
obstacles t o  equality between the sexes are seen as a matter of custom and 
legislation, t o  lesbian feminism, which claims t h a t  equality can be attained only 
through complete economic and cultural restructuring of society, where economic 
and legislative equality do not discriminate against anyone on account o f  -race, 
sex, class, age or sexual preferences. 
E x i s t i n g  feminist frameworks can be divided "roughly" (overlapping i s  frequent) 
i n t o  several categories where the systems o f  domination are analyzed differently. 
Single system theories: 
Liberal feminism 
Liberal feminism has i t s  origins i n  the social contract theories of the 1 6 t h  
and 17th  century which argue for "the equal opportunities of all  human beings t o  
acquire education and t r a i n i n g  comensurate with their  abi l i ty  and the oppor tuni ty  
t o  use t h a t  training t o  achieve whatever place i n  society t h a t  the individual i s  
ab1 e. It 1 
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The liberal feminist arguments are, i n  a way, modern applications of Adam 
Smith's classic belief t h a t  when each i n d i v i d u a l  pursues her o r  his own 
economic self interest ,  the invisible hand o f  Providence, working th rough  
marked economy, will coordinate these selfish strivings so t h a t  the net 
consequences are t o  benefit a l l  (Alison M. Jagger, Paula Rothenberg, Feminist 
Frameworks 1984) . 
In liberal feminism there i s  a notion that the public sphere (legal,  govermental 
sphere) i s  where our lives are totally defined. The early feminists were quite 
radical fo r  this period o f  time (Mary Wolstoneccaft; 1791, 3 .  S. Mill and 
Harriet Taylor 1869 , and El imbeth Cady S tan ton ,  Susan B .  Anthony 1865-1902) 
and a1 1 demanded equal access to'education f o r ' b o t h  sexes and voting'rlfghts for 
women. Legislative rights are s t i l l  on the liberal feminists' agenda (NOW; 
National Organization for Women, and ERA; the f i g h t  for the Equal Rights 
Amendment). Now the goals are aimed a t  prohibiting easily visible inequalities 
such as type o f  employment- size of paycheck decided by the sex o f  the worker 
and the f i g h t  against rape, pornography and sexual harassment. 
Liberal feminists do not  concern themselves w i t h  "the politics of the family" 
o r  the belief t h a t  the state should or does interfere i n  t h a t  matter because 
as soon as equality i s  attained then everyone will be able t o  choose their  own 
lffestyle.  As the liberal feminists oversee the power of the economic system, 
and do not see the class system as a problem i n  i t s e l f ,  the question which re- 
mains t o  be asked i s ,  t o  whom do women want t o  be equal? Usfng the example 
o f  Scandinavia, where women have full and equal legislative status, the sex 
d iv i s ion  of society has not  been challenged in any great way, women's economic 
equality has only slightly improved and they are s t i l l  sexually oppressed. 
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Tradi t iona l  Marxism: 
Traditional Marxism analyzes the inequality between the sexes as being o f  
economic o r i  gins. 
Mamists explain the f i r s t  division o f  labor between the sexes as due t o  the 
increase in wealth and the institution o f  private property. This supposedly 
happened i n  ancient times as men used their  physical power t o  g a i n  mastery 
over newly developed agricultural households, including the domestication o f  
animals. They argue t h a t  monogamy was the victory o f  private property over 
primitive natural communal property ( F .  Engelds 1981). Modern capitalist ic 
systems are seen as extensions o f  these organizations and as the capi ta l is ts '  
major motive i s  t o  get as much surplus value as possible, the division of labor 
between the sexes i s  a practical tool i n  keeping the labor movement sp l i t .  I t  
has created a system enforced by custom and even legislation, t h a t  enforces 
tension between the sexes as well as h a v i n g  them believe i n  their  separate 
interests. The male labor movements have frequently seen the reserve army of 
low paid women as being in competition with their  own interests. 
Marxists argue t h a t  women should become full members o f  the labor force so t h a t  
they can struggle w i t h  men t o  overthrow the system o f  private property and class 
domination, which i n  the f i r s t  instance is  their  source o f  oppression. In order 
t o  achieve this end, they understand t h a t  housework must become industrialized 
and also that cultural revolution i s  necessary i n  order t o  wipe ou t  the remains 
o f  attitudes and customs. 
Marxist theory explains why women became subordinated as they gained direct and 
potential exchange value, b u t  does not  explain the almost universal d iv i s ion  of 
1 abor between the sexes, i .e. , why sex becomes gender. - In- other. 'words ;-they 
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explain women's usefulness t o  capitalism as the genesis of their oppression, 
but forget t h a t  women have also been oppressed i n  societies which by no stretch 
o f  the imagination can be described as capitalistic. This theory deals w i t h  
economic systems as the only moving force of  society and i s  therefore unable 
t o  explain why sexual oppression o f  women i s  apparent'in almost a l l  cultures 
and i n  al l  steps of the hierarchy, from the slave t o  the bankowner+- the 
exact reason why women have managed t o  unionize i n  such large number solely 
on t h e  grounds of their sex. 
' 
Anarchist Feminism : 
Anarchist feminism had i t s  early and most fierce spokeswoman i n  Emma Goldman, 
activist ,  founder and editor o f  the Mother Earth Magazine, a t  the t u r n  of the 
cent u ry . 
A1 though anarchists see central i zed governmental and economi c power, incl udi  ng the 
possession o f  private property as the genesis o f  al l  oppression, anarchist 
feminists include the dualism o f  the sexes i n  their analyses, dualism which i s  
established i n  ideas of gender, custom and values. 
Whi 7 e anarchist feminists agree w i t h  Marxists and 1 i beral s t h a t  economic i ne- 
quality and customary behavior i s  oppressive, they disagree w i t h  their methods - 
of achieving liberation. 
o f  centralized laws, regulations and state interference i n  economic decisions 
i s  a prerequisite f o r  the i n d i v i d u a l  t o  ''grow" and become a responsible oerson, 
b u t  i n  contrast t o  liberals, they see the abol i t ion  o f  private property and 
decentral i za t i  on as an absol Ute necessity for this growth t o  become "heal thy!. 
In contrast t o  Marxism, anarchists see t h a t  the absence 
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Radical Feminism: 
Radical feminism i s  a .very recent p o l i t i c a l  theory,  and i t s  emphasis has been 
t h a t  t h e  "personal i s  p o l i t i c a l . "  
1 i bera l  and Marxi s t  emphasis on the so-ca l l  ed pub1 i c  wor ld ,I' ( Fem. Frameworks 
1984) r a d i c a l  femin is ts  have tended t o  focus more sharply on male dominance i n  
the  so-cal led p r i v a t e  l i f e .  They a l s o  be l i eve  t h a t  the oppression o f  women i s  
fundamental , and t h a t  women are f i r s t  dominated by men, then by race and class.  
Instead o f  what they "perceive as undue 
From t h i s  understanding they draw a conceptual model f o r  understanding a l l  o ther  
forms o f  oppression. "Our sex (gender system)has roo ts  i n  the  organizat ion o f  
reproduction, which appear t o  have predic ted a l l  forms o f  c lass soc iety . "  
(Linda Gordon: Marxian Persp. , f a l l  , 1978). 
A r a d i c a l  f em in i s t  explanat ion o f  the reasons f o r t h i s  s i t u a t i o n  dould be t h a t  
men were both envious and a f r a i d  o f  women's ev ident  a b i l i t y  t o  reproduce, so 
they used t h e i r  physical  advantage o f  "constant" s t rength t o  e s t a b l i s h  them- 
selves as dominant i n  soc iety .  Men supposedly a l so  developed weapons f o r  t h i s  
purpose and i n  time, more g7ory was l a i d '  upon hunting, arrimated gods, male gods, 
t he  g l o r y  o f  war, wh i l e  a l l  matters concerning womanhood were made taboo and l e s s  
important. 
t h e  phal lus as the men claimed the procreat ive forces t o  be t h e i r s ,  w i t h  women 
t r e a t e d  merely as vessels. 
i n a b i l i t y  t o  reproduce - t h e i r  quest t o  be immortal. 
oppression r e s u l t e d  i n  economic oppression 
Radical feminism i s  a new and developing theory and i t s  discussions focus on what 
l i n e  o f  ac t i on  can be taken t o  a l t e r  t h i s  b i o l o g i c a l l y - r o o t e d  pa t r i a rchy .  
t r a s t  t o  conservatism, which uses the v i s i b l e  b i o l o g i c a l  d i f f e rences  (race, age, 
Even t h e  symbol o f  f e r t i l i t y  was supposedly removed from the vulva t o  
This r e s u l t e d  i n  p a t r i a r c h a l  s t r u c t u r e  based on men's 
I n  t ime, t h i s  sexual 
I n  cort- 
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sex) as justif ication of inequality, radical feminism takes action against 
the inequality. Radical feminists claim that there i s  no reason why biolog- 
ical d i  fferences o r  psycho1 ogical differences (there i s  disagreement amongst 
Radical feminists on how much modern gender characteristics are really rooted 
i n  biology) should result i n  the subjection o f  either sex, since the presence 
o f  both sexes i s  necessary for humans t o  live i n  balance on the earch. 
As a result o f  the radical feminist analyses, an early theoretician, S .  Firestone, 
1971, came t o  the conclusion t h a t  i f  women were t o  be liberated, then a biological 
revolution would be necessary. 
require technological changes which would permit extrauterine reproduction o f  
children. Other radical feminists have established their  own companies and 
even banks i n  order t o  challenge male domination over capital resources and 
decision-making positions. 
A more recent theoretician, A1 H i b r i  (1981) explains capitalism as an evolved 
form of patriarchy and says therefore t h a t  i t  i s  necessary t o  combat capitalism 
everywhere, even when i n  the hands o f  women w i t h  feminist ideals. 
While radical feminism explains the division o f  labor, economic and political 
power between the sexes as due t o  biological differences, i .e. t h a t  sex i s  gender, 
their  observations are frequently based on recent western gender characteristics , 
and historical examinations would discover many flaws. 
that  the "personal is  polit ical" and t h a t  they dare t o  take u p  the question o f  
gender as viable and important  for  understanding society as a subject t o  change, 
makes th i s  theory an important addition t o  feminism. 
Among other things, such a revolution would 
- 
However, the i r  emphasis 




While lesb ian separat is ts  agree w i t h  the r a d i c a l  femin is ts  on the o r i g i n s  o f  
female oppression, they see the i n s t i t u t i o n  o f  heterosexual i ty  and marriage' as 
the primary t o o l  o f  dominance. They see i t  as the basic obstacle t o  women 
u n i t i n g  against  the p a t r i a r c h a l  power and therefore lesbianism becomes more 
than a personal preference, i t  becomes a p o l i t i c a l  decis ion taken w i t h i n  the 
context  o f  a p o l i t i c a l  struggle.  
Dual Svs tern Theories : 
S o c i a l i s t  Feminism: 
S o c i a l i s t  femin is ts  e s s e n t i a l l y  agree w i t h  the h i s t o r i c a l  method o f  Marx and 
Engels, t h a t  human nature var ies according t o  changes i n  the mode o f  production. 
However, s o c i a l i s t  feminists chal lenge the t r a d i t i o n a l  Marx is t  concept o f  what 
cons t i t u tes  the mode o f  production. Instead o f  l ook ing  a t  l i f e  as a mere tech- 
n i c a l i t y  where people organize t o  provide c lo th ing ,  s h e l t e r  and food, they 
inc lude people's needs f o r  sexual i ty ,  nu r tu re  and babies. This means t h a t  
s o c i a l i s t  femin is ts  accept the r a d i c a l  f em in i s t  view t h a t  women's oppression 
is a t  l e a s t  p a r t i a l l y  rooted i n  the so-ca l led personal sphere. 
Gayle Rubin (1978) has dated the o r i g i n  o f  t h i s  oppression t o  the i n s t i t u t i o n  
o f  p r i v a t e  property through the i n s t i t u t i o n  o f  k insh ip  and l a t e r  monogamy, 
which she sees as the most widely p r e v a i l i n g  form o f  the  sex/gender system. 
Heid i  Hartman i n  her  paper "The unhappy marriage o f  Marxism and Feminism" (1979, 
1981) describes the sexual and economic oppression o f  women as due t o  a mutual ly 
r e i n f o r c i n g  r e l a t i o n s h i p  between the p a t r i a r c h a l  , rooted i n  k inship,  and the 
economic s t r u c t u r e  o f  society,  now capi ta l ism. She argues t h a t  even though 
workers and c a p i t a l  i s t s  have opposite economic i n t e r e s t s  , they as men 
have a mutual i n t e r e s t ;  t o  con t ro l  women's l abo r  power ( i n  product ion and 
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reproduction) both  w i t h i n  the i r  "home" and outside, which means keeping women 
uncornpetitive, low paid and a sexual commodity. The man wants t o  be the master 
o f  his Ithousehold" and the capi ta l is t  wants the "army" o f  women's low pa id  and 
unpa id  l a b o r  t o  remain intact .  Socialist feminists argue t h a t  this mutual 
relationship can explain the idea and practice of family wages paid t o  the male 
worker , mal e workers ' re1 uctance t o  incl ude women in their  cl ass struggle, and 
the hosti l i ty aga ins t  those who dare t o  cross the gender barricades, t o  name 
a few. 
The socialist  feminists' struggle for the liberation o f  women i s  therefore 
twofold: The struggle against the institution o f  kinship through male dominance 
and the struggle against capital ism. 
Mu1 ti-svstem Theories : 
(Women o f  Color) o r  Black Feminism: 
Black feminism deals primarily w i t h  the politics o f  difference. They accuse 
most feminist theoreticians, who are white middle-class women, o f  being color 
b l i n d ,  Marxists for be ing  both sex and color b l i n d ,  and radical feminists for 
ignor ing  the fact that  race i s  usually the reason for loyalty;. amongst people, 
not sex. They argue that  while sex and class are intensive forms of systematic 
oppression, race i s  the most severe obstacle for women's unity because people 
o f  one race usually have more interests i n  common t h a n  women of different races. 
The authors o f  the 1979 Black feminist statement of the Cambahee River Collective 
suggests t h a t  , "the sing1 e most important criterion for  the adequacy of a 
feminist theory i s  i t s  ab i l i ty  t o  explain the situation o f  Black women (women o f  
color): 
t o  be free since our  freedom would necessitate the destruction of a l l  systems of 
oppression . I t  I 




o f  the structural 
f emi n i s t s i n cl ude 
that this  form of 
o f  a l l  women. 
i s  basically a branch of Black feminism, b u t  i n  their  analysis 
systems o f  domination o f  race, sex, class and age ,  lesbian 
o u r  socialization t h a t  prefers heterosexual i ty .  They feel 
socialization has t o  be altered t o  provide for liberation 
Barbara Smith: 
without consideration t o  race, age, class or sexual preference is  not  
feminism, b u t  only an act  of  se7 f-a,ggraridi<sati.on ,'I' 
"Feminism which does not  include the liberation of a l l  women, 
. 
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. -"You take d e l i g h t  n o t  i n  a c i t y ' s  seven o r  seventy wonders, 
b u t  i n  t h e  answer i t  gives t o  a question o f  yours." 
- "Or the quest ion i t  asks you, f o r g i n g  you t o  answer, 
l i k e  Thebes through the mouth o f  the Sphinx." 
( I t a l i o  Calvino, " I n v i s i b l e  C i t i e s "  1974) 
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The spatial organiza t ion  o f  society; a study of i t s  "sexual spheres": 
In this chapter I have especially relied upon studies conducted by; 
Dolores Hayden, Ames Rapoport, Kevin Lynch, Mary Ellen Mazey and David 
R. Lee, and Shrley Ardeners edition of "Women and Space''. 
1. 
The physical layout of c i t ies  i s  the combined outcome of cultural, climatic, 
techno1 ogi cal and economi c condi tions , and i t has changed consi derably from 
the f i r s t  sporadic villages i n  history which may have served some practical- 
i t y  o f  common interests, such as need f o r  social contact, defence or economy. 
Cities have served variou's purposes throughout  history. The old Chinese 
ci t ies  were the center for religion, for the political, aristocratic and 
the patriarchal power. 
t o  defend the interests o f  the feudal kingdoms. 
around market places, along the coast, along navigable rivers or i n  the middle 
of blooming rural areas and w i t h  the emergence of the bourgeoisie these cit ies 
became centers o f  politics , economy, a r t  and education. 
The layout of o l d  Copenhagen i n  Denmark i s  a prime example, w i t h  a v i t a l  harbor 
and market place, surrounded by canals b u i l t  for  defense purposes. 
center for art,  religion, education and politics. A "hovedstadt" i n  al l  the 
meanings of the word. 
The enxging capital ism, spurred on by the industrial revolution, greatly 
affected the structure of cit ies.  
quired concentration o f  the laborforce i n  special areas, t o  keep the hands 
near the means o f  production, and la ter  segregation was used as a-strategy 
The walled European cit ies i n  the Middle Ages served 
Other c i t ies  were b u i l t  
I t  i s  a 
8 
Large-scale industrial specialization re- 
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t o  keep the workers from u n i t i n g .  
The inclustrial revolution meant n o t  only a stream of  peasants from the 
countryside i n t o  segregated society and c i t i e s  b u t  also an aesthetic and 
structural revol u t i  on due t o  technologi cal changes. New techno1 ogy i n  war- 
fare made i t  unnecessary t o  design c i t ies  according t o  defense o r  offense 
1 i ke Hausman s Paris . 
and has increased the possible density a hundredfold (limited almost only by 
the strength of the foundat ions)  . 
I t  has increased the speed o f  possible urbaniza t ion ,  often a t  the cost of 
mu1 t ip l ic i  ty  and craftmanship, b u t  also resulted i n  increased "democratiza- 
tion" o f  quality. 
Changes i n  communication have enabled c i t ies  t o  grow and sprawl i n  a l l  
possible directions. 
trains,  automobiles - then telecommunications - telephones , telecasts, 
computers - and f i n a l l y  t ra f f ic  i n  a i r ,  c i t i es  have grown i n  places which 
would have been unthinkable i n  the recent past. 
' 
B u i  1 di  ng technology has changed the "fi  re safe" 1 ayout 
First, affected by land transportation - trams, 
Mass-consumption has been a major idez o f  capitalism, and i t s  demand f o r  
space has been monumental : larger houses, larger cars, more cars, bigger 
highways , tourism; and the facades of c i t i es  have become one huge advertisement 
billboard. 
The centralization of capital sources on a few corporate hands, and the 
utilization o f  communication technology now means t h a t  the c i t ies  no longer 
serve as sel f-elected bases for  headquarters . ( A  company w i t h  i t s  headquarters 
i n  Nevada can perfectly control i t s  business i n  New York and Indonesia a t  
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the same time.) 
Cities are no longer 'bl anned'l as the throne of pol i ti cal , cul tural  and 
military powers, b u t  instead are designed t o  be flexible t o  the waves 
o f  capital interests t h a t  flow through them, t o  be service oriented 
t o  capitalistic economic interests. 
The physical or economic structure of the city as a whole has not 
been my subject of study these past months, ( this  certainly would 
have been ambitious t o  the point of suicide) b u t  my focus has been on 
an aspect o f  the city structure t h a t  has remained f a i r l y  unchanged 
throughout the tumultuous history Qf urbanization: the sp l i t  between 
the so-called public sphere and the so-called private sphere. 
There are a variety of studies (Lefevre, Simmel, A. Rapoport, R.  Sennet) 
from various disciplines which have approached this question of what i s  a 
public and what i s  a private space, a theme t h a t  has as many answers as 
understandings of these words (public f o r  whom, private f o r  whom, how, 
psychologically, spatially, economically?) 
In my study I have chosen t o  approach this question from a slightly d i f -  
ferent angle, i .e. the division of the sexes i n  society. 
Even though women have occupied different roles and places i n  different 
societies, as far back i n  history as our knowledge goes, there has always 
been a division o f  the sexes, bo th  i n  space and work. 
One version of this s p l i t  i s  most easily verified i n  the contemporary ideo- 
logy o f  the genders where men are socialized t o  occupy and conquer large 
and public spaces, t o  represent women t o  the outside world. A t  the same 
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time, women are t augh t  t o  limit their spacial movements (no soccer or motor- 
cycles) and t o  stay close t o  their "homes"; What i s  a nice g i r l  like you 
doing i n  a place like this? My purpose i n  this study was not so much t o  
add t o  the current body of knowledge, which would have been impossible i n  
such a short time, as i t  was t o  formulate new questions. and t o  observe what 
questions I then would ask o f  my surroundings. 
My analysis i s  rooted i n  the theory o f  socialist feminism, where patriarchy 
i s  described as: ''not only a hierarchical organization b u t  a hierarchy where 
particular people f i l l  particular places" (H. Hartman i n  "Women and Revolution" 
1981) and where the economical structure (capitalism) and patriarchy have had 
mutual interests i n  keeping the sexes divided, b o t h  i n  space and work. My 
hypothesis i s  t h a t  spatial organization is  a resal t o f  socioeconomic and ctll tural 
processes which \enforce as we1 1 'as reproduce these process.es .- 
Our male society has cultural and economical interests i n  keeping the sexes 
divided. 
I will demonstrate that as our c i t ies  are planned according t o  a "philosophy" 
o f  sexual division, their  structure enforces this division, which then becomes 
an obstacle t o  the liberation of women, 
2. 
"My basic hypothesis .. i s  t h a t  houseform i s  n o t  simply the result of physical 
forces or any single causal factor, b u t  i s  the consequence of a whole range o f  
s o d  0-cul tural  factors seen i n  thei r broadest terms I' 
Amos Rapoport has, through his fascinating studies of the houses of the world's 
people, documented a variety of solutions t o  basic problems o f  house design 
. 
(Rapopoct 1969) 
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according t o  complex interactions among cultural ski l ls  and norms, climatic 
conditions and the potential of natural material. 
needs such as shelter, eating, sleeping, and coupling evoked very different 
sol utions according t o  val ues , form o f  farni ly , the understanding o f  pri vacy , 
and the need for social interactions. Furthermore he l i s t s  the position of 
women i n  the society as an important factor i n  the form and "structure" a 
house or a housing group takes. 
Other studies also show t h a t  the spatial organization o f  a society i s  divided 
in to  different spheres not  only according t o  u t i l i t y  b u t  also according t o  6 
sex and sexual spheres (Mazey and Lee 1983, Ardener 1981). 
In the Nomad tent i t  i s  common practice t h a t  the sexes sleep i n  separate 
corners; i n  certain African societies where polygamy i s  practiced, each wife 
has her own cottage while the husband, the owner o f  the estate, has none - he 
visits  his wives by t u r n .  
designed houses and courtyards where they occupy the most private rooms and 
can only enter the men's entertainment locals i n  order t o  serve them. 
This hierarchy o f  spaces and sexual spheres i s  well known i n  Europe as well . 
In medieval times the ''center" of the house was where the father took his 
meals, w i t h  his sons nearest t o  h i m  and the women i n  less important places 
and i n  serving positions. 
rooms which women could enter only as servants. 
had their own rooms overly "feminine" and not nearly as "socially" important 
as the men's rooms.) 
He demonstrates how basic 
The islamic men enclose their women inside cleverly 
In Victorian houses the men had their own "gentleman's" 
( In  affluent families the women 
Modern houses carry the same idea - where the unmarried sexes have their own 
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bedrooms, the kitchen i s  seen as the woman's temple and ideally the man has 
his own studio o r  workshop t o  retreat t o  when he comes home from work i n  
the afternoon (Ardener, 1981 , Chapman , i n  "Women and Envi ronment" 1985 , 
Rapoport, 1969) . 
I t  i s  possible t o  project the microcosm (spatial layout) of the house onto 
the rest of our  society. 
As men dominate the public o r  the important space o f  the house, they a lso  
i n h a b i t  the public parts of the city: Today the fortresses o f  capitalism 
and decision-making, such as the House o f  Representatives and the head- 
quarters o f  IBM, are most visibly occupied by men w i t h  women i n  serving 
positions. 
.is socialized t o  move, t a l k ,  and behave quietly (i .e. ,  occupy as l i t t l e  
space as possible) while men are t a u g h t  t o  move freely, speak loudly and 
The woman's sphere i s  seen as the domestic environment. She 
control territory. 
This is one explanation o f  why a disproportionate number of women suffer 
from agoraphobia, (an E n g l i s h  study of 1970 shows t h a t  of 500 agoraphobics, 
91% were women, 78% were housewives, 12% housewives i n  part-time jobs,  and 
10% women i n  full time jobs) , (Anne Chapman, "Space and Place: Territorial 
Tra in ing  f o r  Gender Roles, "Women and environments", vol .  7 ,  Winter 1985). 
So t o  examine the spatial segregation of the sexes i n  society, one must 
examine not only the actual physical layout b u t  also how the space i s  occupied. 
This segregation i s  embedded i n  a uniyersal patriarchal power structure, where 
wwen, their work and reproduction, are seen t o  be the property of men and 
are protected as such by legislative, customary s 'pat ia l  means. This explains 
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why, i n  the case where women are the architects and builders, this basic 
structure of segregation has not  been changed. 
Women were frequently the ones who mastered the ski l ls  o f  b u i l d i n g ;  like i n  
ancient Iran, through Greece, the American Indians, t o  present-day 
Africa. (The architecture o f  these periods has strangely enough often been 
called the "architecture w i t h o u t  architects" , YRudofsky 1965, Kennedy 1981 ) . 
In many cases this meant t h a t  women were quite influential i n  society (Iran 
before 1slam;Al Hibri, 1981 
i n  general, this was no t  true. There are, however, scholars t h a t  claim t h a t  
though women architects d i d  n o t  control the functions o f  society through 
their building activity, the form of buildings they designed were different 
from those designed by men. Some studies ( M .  Kennedy 1981, Pignatelli 1979) 
claim t h a t  women's experience, either rooted i n  her physiology o r  i n  sociali- 
zation, make women design differently than men. 
rounder, more enclosed, w i t h  emphasis on the practical rather t h a n  on the 
monumental , flexible and holistic rather t h a n  specialized. 
USA before the sett1ers;Doris Cole, 1973) b u t  
Their forms are generally 
3. c 
The inferior status of women i n  society i s  not related t o  the type o r  amount o f  
work they perform. 
Women throughout  history have been responsible for a wide range of types of work, 
b u t  almost universally they have as a sex been solely responsible for  the domestic 
reproductive work o f  the family, regardless of their age o r  actual participation 
$h bearing chi 1 dren, ( M i  tchell 1973) . 
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Before the industrial revolution domestic work was integrated as a part 
o f  the household economy.. The industrial revolution changed this as most 
of the former household work was transferred i n t o  mass production and became 
wage work, while most o f  the reproductive domestic work was l e f t  behind ("the 
prehistoric squaw was preserved alive" as Charlotte P. Gilmann so poignantly 
said i n  1903). 
b u t  a lso became'. "unseen" because i t  was no t  wage work. 
According t o  socialist feminist theory this " h i d i n g "  of domestic work came 
about for several reasons. According t o  Marxian theory, as the capitalists '  
benefits l i e  i n  the surplus value o f  the worker's work, then the least amount 
o f  means/money t h a t  i s  needed t o  have the labor-'force ceproduce'itself i s  
beneficial. 
I t - '  not only kept the status of women's work a t  a low rank 
Thus the more unpaid work done i n  t h a t  respect the better. 
By t r ad i t i on  embedded i n  ideology and legislation women had done the domestic 
reproductive work of the family and i t  was understood t h a t  this work would 
s t i l l  be done by women even w i t h o u t  payment. To ensure this ,  however, the 
"ideology of the family" was enforced through a l l  channels. Literature of 
the sacredness o f  motherhood almost invented -.that instinct.  (Reiter 1975) 
marriage became more and more an outcome of romance than economic contract, . 
the home became the haven for  happiness, the women's responsibility, and as 
will be mentioned la ter ,  housework became pictured as play. 
The male worker approved of  this by accepting "family wages" which made h i m  the 
primary provider for the family, and therefore s t i l l  the master o f  the household, 
as the work inside the family continued t o  be based on pre-capitalistic conditions 
(Hartman, Women and Revol u t i  on 1981 , Mi tchel 1 1971 ) 
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For the patriarchal ideal this works, b u t  the reality f o r  the woman was 
different. 
widows and mothers, 
wages t h a n  men - often as domestic servants, the worst possible occupation 
as they were actually doing what was considered non-work, besides doing i t  i n  ?so- 
'latian. ,..There were more domestic servants i a  the USA' i n  1940 t h a n  workers i n  the 
coal railroad and automobile industries combined, b u t  very few were u n i o n -  
ized and many received very bad treatment. Women worked double work loads, 
relying i n  some cases upon prostitution as a means o f  support. 
Women w i t h o u t  male providers were many: single, divorced, 
These women had [and s t i l l  have) t o  survive on lower 
__ - 
As women i n  increasing numbers entered the labor force, they provided com- 
petition t o  the higher paid males, b u t  instead of incorporating women i n t o  
their class struggle, men tried t o  exclude women from their unions as well as 
P- JI 
from the labor force (Zetkin , i n  "Women Family and Freedom'' 1983) Men 
wanted t o  hold economic and sexual power over women, which explains why they 
cooperated with capitalistic interests (also held by men) i n  confining 
women t o  domestic chores, a restriction which i s  amongst other visible i n  
the "design" heritage and economic reali ty ' that  we l i ~ e  In:.. 
4. . 
Before the industrial revolution and the rise o f  capitalism, the household 
was composed of the family, a variety o f  kinship relations, a l l  working more 
or less for i t s  existence, from the wheelmaker family i n  London t o  the farmer 
i n  feudal servitude i n  Russia. 
The house o r  housing group was the "factory." Wi th  industrialization and 
mass production, the house became a symbol for the retreat, the haven for  the 
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working man, where no one could t e l l  him how t o  behave. 
i n  t ranspor ta t i on  t h e  i d e a l  middle c lass home became the suburban home, 
espec ia l l y  i n  the USA, away from the s t ress  o f  t he  c i t y  where the happy 
wife and ch i l d ren  played around i n  the greenery w a i t i n g  fo r  papa's wise 
evening words. Only a few middle c lass f a m i l i e s  could a f f o r d  the dream, 
but,  as many middle class dreams, t h i s  became the i d e a l  f o r  the r e s t  o f  
the society.  
I n  t he  19th century i n  Europe and the USA, women, espec ia l l y  middle c lass 
women w i t h  some t ime on t h e i r  hands, s t a r t e d  t o  become p o l i t i c a l l y  act ive.  
I n  Europe i t  was f i r s t  t he  l i b e r a l  movement i n  which women became engaged 
(Wollstonecraft,  J.S. Mill and H a r r i e t  Taylor) ,  and l a t e r  the s o c i a l i s t  
movements (Clara Zetkin,  Rosa Luxemburg, Emma Go1 dman) . 
I n  the USA many women received t h e i r  p o l i t i c a l  t r a i n i n g  through work i n  
the a b o l i t i o n  movement and l a t e r  i n  the  f i g h t  f o r  the 15th amendment. This 
t r i g g e r e d  t h e i r  f i g h t  f o r  ga in ing  t h e i r  own suf f rage which wasn't won u n t i l  
the e a r l y  20th century, 
I s o l a t e d  groups of " femin is ts" ,  women f i g h t i n g  f o r  t h e i r  l i b e r a t i o n ,  became 
a c t i v e  and engaged i n  p lanning d i f f e r e n t  reforms. 
t h e o r e t i c a l  backgrounds, which were o f t e n  very d i f f u s e  and t h i s  may be the 
reason f o r  the many s e t  backs these groups suffered (Hayden, 1981 Begus, 
c l  ass *dis,cussi on 1985) 
Commonly these groups ' )argued t h a t  domestic work was a p a r t  of the nat ional  
economy, and they wanted t h i s  work t o  be organized and t rea ted  w i t h  respect. 
With advancement 
These groups had d i f f e r e n t  
Th.e foremost advocates i n  redesigning the home i n  the 19th century were: 
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Char lo t te  G o  Perkins 
and Melusian Fay Percy. 
way t o  economic and therefore sexual e q u a l i t y  was t o  i n d u s t r i a l i z e  domestic 
work so t h a t  they would be able t o  p a r t i c i p a t e  i n  the l a b o r  force, many new 
comnunities were designed. Communities w i t h  c e n t r a l i z e d  community f a c i l i t i e s ,  
(ki  tchen , nursery, 1 aundri es usual l y  h i g h l y  i n d u s t r i  a1 i zed as techno1 ogy had 
made washing machines, i r o n i n g  machines and var ious food processors possible) 
These f a c i l i t i e s  were surrounded by k i tchenless fam i l y  apartments (e.g. A l i c e  
Constance Aust in 's  "Llano housing" i n  C a l i f o r n i a  1916, Mary Coleman Stucker t 's  
proposal f o r  c i  ty b l  ock cooperative, Denver 1878-1893, A. C1 apman Lander 
''Letchworth Garden City, England 1909-1913") 
E l isabeth Cady Stantonli Catherine Beecher, 
F a i t h f u l  t o  the Marxian theory t h a t  women's 
The densi ty  was usua l l y  r a t h e r  h igh and o f t e n  the  i n t e n t i o n  was t o  connect 
these l i v i n g  u n i t s  t o  other  communities and t o  the cen t ra l  c i t y  by mass transpor- 
t a t i o n  such as under- o r  overground "metrol iners",  (such as in Edgar Chambless" 
HRoadtown'' 191 0). 
A few of these communities were b u i l t ,  o r  se rv i ce  f a c i l i t i e s  were appl ied t o  
e x i s t i n g  communities ( l i k e  Jane Addams' o f f e r  of cooperative domestic l i f e  t o  
professional  women a t  the H u l l  House 1910, Chicago), b u t  none managed t o  surv ive 
long. I n  the case where the women cooperated i n  execut ing these jobs, t h e  men 
protested heav i l y  the l ack  o f  personal service,  "My w i f e  cooperating i n  making 
other  men comfortable, no indeed." O r  i n  those cases where the women made 
domestk work an "actual  product ion" by h i r i n g  workers ( e i t h e r  from the community 
or from outside), the fam i l y  wages o f  the men could n o t  pay f o r  these services. 
As these comnunities were of ten more aimed a t  f ree ing  women's t ime than i n  having her 
p a r t i c i p a t e  i n  the l abo r  force,  (working was n o t  t h a t  simple-as respectable work 
* '  -30- 
for middle class women was hard t o  f i n d ;  and since a p a r t  of the man's status 
was t o  have an "idle" wife.) 
The American man resisted fiercely these women's attempts toward coopera- 
tive l i v i n g ,  o r  even their attempts t o  get men t o  participate i n  the 
household drudgery, b o t h  i n  words and acts. 
Carter administration, Reagan administration, moral majority. . . )  100 
years later Charlotte Gilmans Perkins l i t t l e  outraged poem (1889) i s  
s t i l l  valid: 
Even now (the acts of the 
OH! The Home i s  utterly perfect! 
And a l l  i t s  works w i t h i n .  
To say a word about  i t -  
To crit icize or doubt  i t -  
To seek t o  mend o r  move i t -  
To venture t o  improve i t -  
Is the unpardonable sin. 
However, there were several communities which were r u n  successfully on a 
cooperative basis, b u t  they were a l l  religious communities where the comuni- 
tarian ideals were par t  o f  the "ground rules." 
l i v i n g  d i d  n o t  change the division o f  the sexes i n  space, or work.) 
Dolores Hayden has published extensive studies of the feminist initiatives i n  
the las t  century i n  her book, The Grand Domestic Revolution, 1981, and of the 
conmunal architecture o f  the re1 i g i  ous communi t ies  i n  her book, Seven Ameri can 
Utopi as , 1976 . 
5. 
While the feminists i n  the late 19th  and early 20th centuries i n  the USA were 
( I n  those cases, the cooperative 
attempting t o  industrialize domestic work t o  become a large scale production, 
other forces were working aga ins t  them. 
In Europe there was an increasing social unrest - socialism was a v i t a l  force 
and i n  1917 the Russian revolution became a fact. 
very rural) and demographic composition of workers i n  the USA ( w i t h  their lack 
o f  cultural homogeneity, among others) some precautions had t o  be taken t o  
avoid duplicating the s j  tuation i n  Europe. 
The plan was t h a t  i f  i t  d i d n ' t  succeed i n  preventing workers from r i o t i n g ,  
[ t n  New York there was even an architectural competition i n  designing workers! 
housing where they were t o  be isolated from each other as much as possible.) 
then the worker had to be made conservative. 
own l o t  and preferably a detached house, and being responsible for family 
and kids, was bound t o  become a loyal citizen (Hayden 1981 %1984) . 
"Marxists i n  their theory t h a t  capitalism inevitably would lead t o  revolution 
underestimated i t s  capacity t o  improve condi tions of 1 i fe ,  t o  incorporate 
middle class values i n t o  the working class, making them the las t  and most 
ardent defenders o f  patriarchal and pur i  t a n i  cal morals . 'I (Reuther , 1975) 
The idea o f  love; the wages of  the women and the rewards for the man 
became i ncreasi ngly connected t o  materi a1 t h i  ngs . 
Mrs. Consumer was "invented". Consumerism, the greatest idea America has given 
t o  the world, the idea that workers are t o  be looked upon not  simply as workers 
or producers b u t  as consumers 
"The Ladies Home Journal", the Bible of the American home i n  the early 20th 
century, which had carried many art icles on a1 ternative housing types, advice 
on pl  anni ng cooperative use , for  exampl e , o f  domesti c appl i ances and feminist 
Despite the number (USA s t i l l  
A man owning ( and  owing) his 
(Jhri s ti ne Frederi c,  Set 1 i ng Mrs Consumer 1929) 
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theories became increasingly conservative as the pub1 ishers were forced by their 
adverti zers t o  stop this "practical approach" (D, Hayden 1981 ) . 
Instead the Ladies Home Journal , along w i t h  other women's journals, started 
t o  advocate the domestic science ideology. 
evangel i s t  for this aspect o f  the "Tayl o r i  sm" for  the speci a1 i zed domestic tech- 
nology and the idea that the housewife should t r a i n  herself t o  become an efficient 
Christine Frederic was the foremost 
executive and purchasing agent for her firm, Le., the family. 
Housework Has pictured as an act o f  virtue and even play, and women became 
caught i n  an impossible contradiction. 
consumers of a production t h a t  the ideology excluded them from participation 
i n  (Mitchell, 1971). "In our society, the ideal happiness has taken material 
form i n  the house, and thus the house stands for permanence and separation 
from the world. tJornan, the domestic keeper of t h a t  ideal happiness, as her-. 
self takes on the house's traditional attributes o f  enclosure and isolation. 
No other b u i l d i n g  type embodies such symbiotic association between occupant and 
o h j e ~ t . ~ ~  (S. de Beauvoir, 1949) 
The reality was different; i n  the f i r s t  decades o f  the century many women were 
working outside the home both as primary providers or as contributors t o  a j o i n t  
They were the main target and principal 
income. An ideology t h a t  says t h a t  women d i d n ' t  work o r  d i d n ' t  need t o  work 
was an effectiye tool  t o  keep their wages and protests down (American Working 
Women, 1976). 
Another useful outcome o f  this ideology for the male society i s  t h a t  the homes 
were f i l led w i t h  reserve labor .  
were needed in the labor force and suddenly i t  d i d n ' t  take a whole day t o  wash 
the windows o r  cook meals. 
This was evident i n  World War 11, when women 
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Comnuni t ies  w i t h  service faci l i t ies  , such as daycare and central kitchens, 
were b u i l t  (e.g. Vanport City,  Oregon 1943) and "Rosie the Riveter" became 
"productive" and contributed t o  w i n n i n g  the war. 
Most o f  these communal faci l i t ies  were torn down when the war ended, the men 
returned home and the majority o f  women lost their pa id  jobs. This d i d  not 
happen w i t h o u t  protest, b u t  i f  the women turned happily o r  angri ly  t o  their 
homes and domestic cores, their short presence i n  the male sphere was quickly 
forgotten, a t  least there. Women f e l t  cheated, and t o  combat the feeling of 
worthlessness, child rearing became a major social cult - almost a sad mimicry 
o f  the production where the mothers were held responsible for the end result 
(Mi tchell 
The campaign for  consumption resumed and the detached American dreamhouse had 
more admirers t h a n  ever. 
Mortgage programs and other projects enabled more and more men t o  taste the 
dream and new "communities" were b u i l t  w i t h  enormous speed, without  any com- 
munal fac i l i t i es ,  where individualism was the motto. 75 percent of a l l  housing 
units i n  the U.S. are now owner occupied ("klomen and American City", 1981 , 
Emily Card). 
and bad t o  commute by car. ''The working class was f i n a l l y  assimilated in to  
neo-mercantil i s t  o r  state capital i s m  as an organ i n  i t se l f  I t  (Ardenes 1984) 
The rest o f  the story i s  well known. 
1971 , Firestone, 1971 ) 
The men worked somewhere out  o f  sight o f  the rest of the family 
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An economic upswing in the 60%-70's i n  the U.S.A. (as  well as i n  Europe) caused 
women t o  be needed again i n  large numbers i n  the work force. 
t h i n g s  occurred a t  the same time; availability and security of preventive 
medicine increased and abortions became better accepted. 
boom generation was graduating from the colleges and leaving t h e m  half empty, so 
programs t o  reach and educate women became a common means t o  f i l l  the empty places. 
These changes resulted i n  some domestic work being corrunercialized - fas t  food, 
frozen prepared food, day care for childrenard the elderly, etc. , a l l  w i t h  a 
comnon chapacteristic: low-paid labor ,  mostly women. 
work concentrated i n  few fields (usually service-oriented and former 
domestic work) and due t o  previously explained historic oppression these 
jobs are low rank and low paid. 
done unpaid by themselves, they now have t o  rely upon even cheaper labor  than 
themselves; thus they reinforce the system. 
Several other 
The W . W .  11 baby 
- 
Women working i n  wage 
For women t o  afford the services formerly 
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- IV
Concl usi on: 
I have demonstrated t h a t  domestic designmd the structure o f  ci t ies  i.s 
the result of economic and cultural forces and therefore one cannot be 
viewed w i t h o u t  the other. 
I t  i s  a growing understanding amongst architects and planners t h a t  the 
existing structure of our surroundings i s  causing spatial limitations 
for women, an understanding t h a t  i s  par t ly  forced upon them by the problems 
that increasing numbers o f  female-headed households are facing. 
I t  i s  estimated t h a t  around 50% of a l l  children will for  a t  least a 
few years' period l i v e  w i t h  only their mother (Mandle, 1979). As women 
on the average earn 53f t o  each dol la r  a man makes, i f  she i s  lucky enough 
to be able t o  get o r  keep a j o b  w i t h  her responsibilities a t  home, the rap id  
impoverishment of women i s  predicted. 
2000 women and their children will be the great majority of .people under the 
( I t  i s  estimated t h a t  by the year 
poverty level - Sprague 1984) . 
Already 50% o f  women w i t h  children under 6 
the home, and these women suffer from lack 
ones, and face a problem of commuting (48% 
years of age are working outside 
of daycare faci l i t ies  for their youna 
of women against 78% of men have 
access t o  the use of a car. 1 from home t o  school , t o  daycare, or t o  do the 
shopping. (Shopping malls located a t  a few places on the outskirts of the 
town,  a l though practical for a few affluent people, provide problems for the 
less well o f f . )  (B. Aas, 1981 APA Journal 1983, Women and the American Ci ty ,  
1981.) 
Many divorced women l e f t  behind w i t h  the kids i n  the suburbs have problems 
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maintaining the standards of the neighborhood. 
suburbia, which started w i t h  the energy crisis i n  the ~ O ' S ,  i s  spreading. 
A uniform housing market and s t r i c t  zoning laws make i t  d i f f i c u l t  t o  
accommodate the various forms of "fami 1 ies ,'I f rom single t o  the periodically 
large extended one. (Only 7% o f  American citizens live i n  the ideal family, 
Papa working, Mama baking apple pies, and 2 kids under 16 years old. . . 
(J. Sprague, APA Conference, 1985). While the two career family can s t i l l  
afford the  expenses o f  l i v i n g  i n  a "dreamhouse" the whole idea i s  ga in ing  
bizarre overtones. 
A study has shown t h a t  the work i n p u t  needed t o  r u n  a %uccessfultt home and 
family " i n  spite o f  all  Jabor saving appliances averages over 90 hours per 
week". 
housework were calculated as a par t  of the GNP then i t  would rise approximately 
20% . 
Although a Pew men have started t o  participate i n  performing this unpaid labor ,  
this i s  not true i n  general (Falkinger 1983, Smith R. , ed. , 1979). 
All these problems rising from the patriarchal ideology o f  women's place. 
i n  society and the capitalistic profits of  this situation are now surfacing 
and being documented. These issues are now *a major theme a t  every p l a n n i n g  
The impoverishment of 
(Chase Manhattan bank, 1983). This study also estimated t h a t  i f  
conference, and a few schools have been t a k i n g  these issues u p  i n  their 
curri cul a. 
(.I sent a questionnaire t o  20 o f  the major schools o f  architecture and planning 
intf-te USA, and of the 9 which responded, only 2 had organized programs w i t h  
either emphasis on the history o f  women i n  architecture, or a feminist approach 
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t o  design. These schools were MIT and UCLA.) 
These issues are often however, viewed as speci a1 "womer! s"  problems, and 
the Zroposed solutions tend therefore t o  reflect this. 
There are books upon books written on how t o  enable the "workingt1 mother/woman 
t o  fulfill a l l  her t r ad i t i ona l  roles, t o  be a good mother, emotional supporter 
for the whole family (including o l d  relatives), a t idy housekeeper, sexy, and a 
successful and good provider. Meanwhile, the term "working father" i s  barely 
mentioned. A t  the American Planning Conference i n  Montreal , Canada, April 
1985, only one speaker i n  the  large section o f  "Woman and the Changing Family" 
referred to the problems women face as o r g i n a t i n g  i n  the role o f  the family w i t h  
women as key actors i n  a capitalistic/patriarchal society. 
The most di scussed reforms/atti dues t o  pl anni ng and desi gn are : 
1 )  Increased density i n  housing, t o  allow the "selfhelp" network o f  
neighborhood women t o  function and lessen distances. 
2)  A change i n  zoning laws and the ways o f  acquiring mortgages t o  enable various 
compositions o f  families o r  groups o f  people t o  either rent o r  buy a house 
together. 
3) To plan some forms o f  public transport even i n  the most sprawling areas. 
4) To urbanize domestic space and therefore break the isolation of the woman 
i n  the "house'', [ i . eO9  over half o f  physical violence against women takes 
place i n  their homes). 
5 ) ' T o  domesticate the urban space, by better access for women, children and 
. elderly t o  enjoy and use the faci l i t ies  and participate i n  the spatial 
picture. (Currently, women suffer b o t h  from extreme graphic and physical 
hostility i n  most urban areas.) Other reforms advocate the need for transi- 
tional housing w i t h  access t o  j o b  t r a i n i n g  (Sprague, 1985) and the need for 
pa r t  time and flex time jobs. 
My opinion i s  t h a t  as long as the capital forces see the practicality o f  
women being i.n the labor  force, and while the only way t o  keep up a h i g h  
leyel o f  consumption i s  t o  provide women a usable environment, changes i n  
t h a t  direction will occur i n  various forms. 
sector has already gone i n t o  the private children and elderly care business, 
fastfood and frozen food companies are skyrocketing, and even though the 
As mentioned earlier the private 
building industry has not yet realized t h a t  the t r ad i t i ana l  nuclear family 
i s  almost history, some changes have occurred there. * (e,g. the miniaturizing 
of apartments and houses, and the provision o f  some communal faci l i t ies)  
use of a flex time program i n  scme jobs are now common , though admittedly 
primari ly t o  avoid jammed highways. 
Al though  I cannot see the current reforms o r  even discussions so revolutionary 
as t o  challenge the sexual division of labor ,  economy and power i n  society, 
these discussions refT'ect sectoral concern and local actions, reminiscent of 
guerW1.a tactics of how t c  survive in a hosti'le environment. 
A broader feminist movement w i t h  a theoretical background i n  a socialist theory 
i s  needed i f  any structural changes are t o  be made i n  society instead o f  tem- 
porary relief t h a t  fluctuates w i t h  any political o r  economic climate. 
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